Botanical Nomenclature relevant. This states that 'the distribution on or after 1 Jan. 1953 of printed matter accompanying exsiccata does not constitute effective publication', with the proviso that 'if the printed matter is also distributed independently of the exsiccata, this constitutes effective publication'. Unless the terms of the proviso were met, therefore, Microdiplodia cenangiicola was not effectively, and hence not validly published. Examination of correspondence files at C.M.I. revealed that in 1956 an enquiry was made concerning the validity of other names published in the first fascicle of this series of exsiccata. The reply made it clear that while the new names of the first fascicle were effectively and validly published, there had been no independent distribution of the printed matter: 'G.S. Nevodovsky died (in 1952) before the first number of exsiccatae was published. It is why the new names of the described specimens are published only on the labels of the exsiccatae.' This clearly indicates that Microdiplodia cenangiico/a was invalidly published. The fungus described by Nevodovsky is, however, undoubtedly present, and since it appears to be a new and rather unusual fungicolous species, it is redescribed and validated below. In the original description, Nevodovsky placed this species in Microdiplodia, a generic name which, according to Sutton (1977) is somewhat confused and in need of type studies. Subsequent studies by B.J. Dyko (unpublished) show that this name is not available for this fungus . Close examination of the conidium ontogeny of this species showed it to be phialidic, and as such, it is best placed under the earlier name Pseudodiplodia (Karsten) Sacc. (Saccardo 1884 ), a genus with simple pycnidia producing !-septate pigmented spores from phialides, antedating by almost twenty years the first use of Microdip/odia. 
